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, . This performance audit was •<::^nducted by the - • ^ 

' \r Legislaitive Budget Committee for the purpose >&f providing the 

/ -Washingfedii 3tat^e Legislature . with an evaluation^o^ the enrollment 
/ projection 'Methods utiii?;<j'd in the development of the Washington 

J^ate f:bmttuni'^:y College system operating budget request^ to the p 
Legislature. The Committee studied the planning, 'operational, and z 
Qsthodoiogical" review functions of the Office of Program Planning and 
.Pisc^i Management (part of. the State Census Board), which has been 
dirfetctly res6«>nsible for the preparation of enrollment projections 
for the comniisttity college system- since 1970. As a result of this 
evaluation, it »as concluded that the present methods are inadequate 
in that t>hey do not account for community needs, student . 
characteristics, ' ""cal economic characteristics, spciological 
groupinas, or oth«ir factors which influence enrollments; Present 
enrollment projection methods are based on census. data for the age 
gro-^ip of 18 to 2*^ years; since this age .-group Is not representative 
^ ot the community college student body, the statisticf is irrelevant. 
As a result^ actual enrpliments have surpassed projected enrdllaents 
bv 0.5 percent to 10.3 percent for the past four years. Current 
enrollme^jt projection methods are reviewed in detail. No 
recommen\3ations for improvements are made. (Author/DCJ 
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FOREWORD 

Ihis performance audit of the CoimjImitysCollege Enrollment Projection 
Methodolog^as been conducted under the provisions of RCW 44 •28.085 and \ 
44.28.086 xiuoted in part as follows: • % • 

:The legislative budget oomittee *may make managemer\t surveys 
• and program reviews as to every public body/ officer or em-\ 
ployee Subject to 'the provisions of RCW 43.09.290^ throMgh 
43.09.240. Mandgement surveys for the purposes of this • 
section shall be an independent^ examination for the pur- 
pose of providing the legislature wi^th an evaluation and 
. report of the rnanner in which any ^ officer^ administrator, 
or employee of a state agency subject to RCW 43.09.290 

^through 43. 09.. 340 has disoharged^his responsibilities to. ; 

^^ fai!'thfutly,^ffiaiently^^\^^ effectively administer any 
legislatii^purpdse of the state. Program reviews for . 
the purpose of this section shall be^an examination of 
agency programs to ascertain whether or not such prografris--^ . - ^ ^ 
continue tc serve their intended purposes, are conducted \ ^ 

. in an efficient and effective manner or require modifi- . ^, ^ 

cation or elimination. ... ' . • 

^The legislative budget oomittee authority for management 
surveys contained <in RCW 44.28.q8& shall include reviews 
of program goals ayid^oBjeotives ' of public bodies, officers 
or employees to determine conformity with legislative intent 
and shall include comprehensive performance ciudits to ensure 
that agency progress ar^ being conducted in accordance with 
• . legislative intent and program goals -and objectives. ' . , 

A "man^gem^t" or a "performance" audit is essentially a systematic and 

t 

objective appraisal of the quality of management, directed m^ard determining 
wixether an agency (s) had discharged pd.is discharging its responsibiktie^ 
to Faithfully, efficiently and effectively administer its designated^ state 
progrcTms. The, assessment of the quality of management involves the detailed 
exaniiiiation and analysis of the three basic management functions --planning,, 
operations, and review. Faithfulness refers to whether the programs have been 



/ . 



/ 
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administered in accordance with promises made to the Legislature and 

the expression of legislative will (legislative intent) . Effectiveness 

refers to whether planned program objectives are being achieved; 

efficiency refers to whether program accomplishments are being achieved 

through utilizing the least costly combination of resources and with a 

minimum of waste, ^ ^ ' • . * 

. . This performance audit -was conducted for the purpose of providing 

the ^Legislature an evaluation of the enrollment projection utilized in 

the development of the Washington State Community College system operat- 

ing budget request to the Legislature. The management functions that 

are involved with the enrollment projection are the planning function , 

tlie operations function and^tlie management review function > It was not 

• the intent of this audit to det.ermine the adequacy of the budget request 

.that results from utilization-df -the enrollment projection. Specific 

concerns of the examination of the planning function were the delineation 

and analysis of the agency *s enrollment projection objectives, the 

methods for achieving them ori^a timely, orderly basis and the establish- 

^ ment of 'a control system to assure accomplishment in a faithful, efficient 

* * , * * 

aod effective manner. Examination of the operations function provided a. 

delineation and analysis of the degree of success that management has had* 

in hnplementing and controlling the process that lea^s to ^deyeaiopment 

of an enrollment projection. Examination of the review function consisted 

of a delineation and analysis of the processes whereby management compared^ 

projected enrollment with actual enrollment. 
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^ ITie foUoi^^ing report of the audit is composed of a Statement 

of the Scope and Objectives of the audit; a Summary which states in . 

condensed fom the conclusions of the audit' findings and analysis. / 

No recommendations are included as' a part of this audit report. The , 

significant, findings and conclusions reached here will provide a basis 

\ J/ \ 

for recommendations. to be included in a future audit of broader scope, 

. ^ Information utilized in this audit was gathered from the Office 

. , 1 ^' -"^^ - ' . 

of Program Planning and Fiscal Management . and the State Board for Com- 

mmity d>llege Educatioh,* ' • , 

' Tlie cooperation and assistance pl^vided by staff members of the 
Office of Program Planning and Fiscal. Management, Population Studies 
Division, and the State Board for Community College Education was ■ 
appreciated. . 

•liie audit was conducted by Duane Peak of the Legislative Budget 
, Comnittee staff. , . 
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THMS R. KAZZARD 
Legislative Auditor 
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Approved June 22, 1974, by the 
Legislative Budget Comnittee 

Representative A, N. Shinpoch, Chairman 
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SECTION I • . ... 
■ • - SCOPE- jfl^ OBJECTIVES ' >- 

■. • ' ■ . ■ " A ^ 

SCOPE , > . 

Hie audit of. enrollmeJnt projection methodology was limt'ed to the enroll 
ment projection utilized 4n the development of the requeiet for cqnmuhity 
college operating fund appropriation. The controliing projection- was pre- 

pared by the Office of Program Planning, and Fiscal Management. Therefore, 

" ' ' ' . ■ ■ ^ 

the audit-was limited to an evaluation of the OPP 5; FM methodology. _ 

■■ . ■ • 

OBJiECriVES 

. .• • ' ... ■ 

The objectives of this audit were: . - 

1/ To determine i^ether or not the methodology for developing 
enrollment projections was relevant, valid and responsive 
to the various elements that influence comaiujiity college 
enrolments . ' . * 

2. To recommend 'changes in the enrol35nent projection meth- ^ 
odology where it was foiiad to be deficient. 

3. To- reconmend legislation for passage where statutory 
changes are required to achieve a valid enrollment 
projection. 

• ' I . ■ • 
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' SECTION II * 
SUviMARY 

The State Board for Community College Education I6es a cost model' 
appixiach. in developing a conposfte budget for the ccxnnimity college system 
and to/allocate, funds to the individual districts. A principal variable 
in the cost models is an enrollment projection. 

The 1973-75 enrollment projection that was presented in tie Governor's 
budget was formulated through judgmental techniques.. A growth of 2,000 
annual average full-tjime equivalent (AAFTE) students was provided for in 
each fiscal year. The latest estimate of the actual 1973-74 three quarter 
AAFTE enrollment is 72,596 as con^jared to 65,800 as provided in the 
Governor's budget request --a deviation of 10, 3% • The audit concludes ^ . 
that the methodology used to develop the 1973-75 comnunlty college enroll- 
ment projection that is presented in- the 1973-75 Goyemor's budget was 
not relevant, valid and responsive, ta the various eleinents that influence 
coimrunity college enrollments* 

The method used to predict the 1974-75 enrollment that, was presented 
'in the 1973-75 Governor's Siq)plemental Budget Request appears to be statis 
ticaily valid although it does not consider the varying characteristics of 
the community college student. 



SECTION III 

• 

. FI^g)I^cs-A^^ALYSIS-RECQ^^lE^lDATIC)NS 

BACKGROUND 

Washington's coirniunity college syston is an integral part of the 
state's higher eiiucatiyn system, ' of feriiig courses in a wide range of . 
■ academic and vocational fields, and' enrolling 50% of all full-time 

equivalent students in public higjier education. . Comprised of 22 college 
districts with 27 campuses and over 500 of f-cajnpus^ educational sites,' the 
system is managed by a seven-meinber Board appo|hted by the Govemox. Each 
district has a five -n^er Board, also appointed by the Governor, which 

« * 

is responsibly for the operations of the individual district. 

Ihe conminity college system accounted for 5.5% of the total state's 
1973-75 biennium general' fund budget . The community college system has 
' experienced a growth in both enfollment and dollar amount of expenditures' 
as jdisplayed below: 

Enrollment', " Total Actual 

Four Quarter Average Expenditures, 



FTE Students All Funds 



1969-70 



51,992 $57,878,000 . 

1970- 71 • 62,911. . 66,250,000- 

1971- 72 ■ • 68,177 ' 71,835,000 

1972- 73 ' 72,073 . 83,809,000 

1973- 74 ' 78,400 (est) . 93,248,000 (est) 



Tlie comnunity college, enrol}!ment projection is a principal variable 
in the development of the operating budget requests presented to the 
^ Governor for evaluation and referral to the Legislat-ure. The cost, models 
' ,.or formulas, using an enrollment projection as a variable, generated 
approximtely 81% of the general fund monies requested in the 1973-75 
biennium for coinmunity college operating funds. 

A. PLANNING FUNCTION- 

iiimoDucTiaN • . . 

The planning function for an enrollment projection system should . 
include: . a stated purpose (objective) for developing the projection; a * 
formula (plan) for developing the projection; establishment of acceptable 
deviation tolerances between the projection and actual enrollment experience 
(perfonriance standards) ; and, a means of collecting data (reporting system) 
so that the projectic5h can te compared to th^ actual enrollment. 

FINDINGS S r \ ^ ' 

llie Community College Act of 1967 placed responsibility for preparation^ 
o£ enrollment prpjectiins .to suppoVt plans for canmunity college facilities 
on the State Census Board (OPP§FM)a Chapter 43>^2.050 ROT 'specif ically 
requires OPP^FM to prepare an enrollment prajeytion for submittal to the 



ERiC 



Governor and the Legislative &dget Conmttee leach biennium. Under these 
provisions, OPP^Kyl has been directly responsible for preparation of the 
* enrollment. projection for the community college system since 1970. Prior 
to 1970, the proj^ections were developed within the community college 



system. and reviewed by OPP^FM. The objective of, the enrollment, projection 
methods enployed by OPP^FM is to make a reasonable projection pf the nmber 
of students who can he expected to attend cormunity colleges and the pro- 
lection -has become the "control" total for the developinent of the ccirounity 
college oi^erating budget. ' , ^ 

In fheir ovyn' words ^ the folWing tecliniques were employed by^the 
staff of the Office of Program Planning and Fiscal Managejnerit in projecting 

enrollments : • ' * , 

\ 

i973''?S Biennim Budget Request . ^ ■ 

1. Using the age group of 18-24 years (whiph is used by the U. 5. Office 
of Ec^oation and the Bi^reau of the Census)', a historical relationship 
of the ratio of population age 18-24 ijears and Sth-day headcount from 
1967 to 1972 was calculated. This re^lationship was then extended ^io 
project eth-day headaomt for fall of 1973 and 1974. 

2. A similar relationship procedure is used to convert 8th'-day headcount 
to 8th-day PTEs. , . . - 

3. From Step 2, we calculated the ratio of 8th-dcvj FTEh to final fall 
FTBs, again based upon the historical r. lationship i^hat wa^s developed 
from 1967 to 1971. ^ 

Since the 1972 final fall enrollmr^t was\>iot available in Noverrher, 
1972, the following procedure was used ^ estimate the 1^72 final 
fall enrollment. The 19b7'-71 ratio of cm^ae between 8th-'day enroll- 
ment to final fall enrollment was projected\for final fall 1972 and • 
extrapolated on the final fall enrollment figures for 1973 and 1974. 

4. The final fall PTEs were then related to three-quarter average annual 
PTEs for the period 1967-1971' 6? eetabHsh a ratio which was then 
extended to project ratios for 1973-1974 mid 1974-1975 average annual 
FTE' enrollment for budget purposes. 

b. These projections were then reviewed concurrently by the Director of ^ 
OPP&FM, his Education Program Coordinator, the Director of the Council 
on Higher Education an^ his Assistctnt Director for Enrollment Studies, 
and the staff of the Population Studies Division. Several Policy ^ 
concerns were discussed at this preliminary review session: \ 
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a. How do you explain the decline in oormtunitxi service enrollment? ' 

Has this enrgllment actually declined or have th^se enrollfmnts 
^been classified into other categories whiclt.are now receiving 
^full state support and consequently accomt for. part of the 8i^- 
.- day -to final fall enrollment growth?' , * 

b. ^The State Board for Conmmity ^College Educa';ion putiay to increase 
^ the prppovtion of occupational FTEs ,over ooademic FTEs in the 
projection period has what' impact on average annual FTE enrollments?' 
The fact that the occupational student takes fewer student credit 
' hoiATS and that fewer occupational, adiurses start up after 8th-day 
headcountj coupled with the decline in cormumty service enrollment, 
raised serious questions regarding a' reasonable projection for t)xe 
297^-75 budget.'- \ ' ' " ' ' i / 

tf. Because of these concerns^ the following recomendations were adopted 
by OPPSFM and agreed to by Mia Council on Higher -Education: - • 

It was agreed that* a jointly sponsored study of historical changes 
' ^ in the accomHng^ .reporting^ and 'classification of enrollments 
was needed and would be undertajien by SBCCE, CHE^ and OPPSFM in 
early 1973. It was also agreed that .<z joint report of f-^'-ndings 
artd recommendations would be prepared so^ that a plan, of action ^ 
I might be developed- for improving enroltment projections. 

b. Until this defiled Enrollment Survey was completed^ it was deci^ded 
. * to limit the average annual 'increase in FTEs to approxinately fOOO 
fof" eaahyear of tlie 2973-75 biem^m budget^. This increase of J 
2000 FTEs per year^ although lower than that projected from 
historical trends (1967-72)^ seefned reasonable^ given: 

(1) an increase of^only 784 FTEs for fynal fall enrollment between 
1971 and 1972; . ' ' , 

(2) problems in getting specific answers for the decline in' 
community service enrollment^; . 



(3) that 2000 FTEs growth per year Wo.dd prordde for the con-- 
- tinued expansion in vocational^ technical enrpllments over 

acaq^mic enrollments \ ' 

(4) tfie^unaerstanding that after tlte Enrollment Survey was 

* completed in the spring of 197 3 y a revised projection for 
1974'19J^S woUld be imdertaken for the Sh^plementd^ Budget 
in November^ 1973. x \ ' • 



(Source: memorandum May 13^ 1974 from. John Walker^ OPPSFM to Duc^ie Peaky 
LBC) 



1973-'^Supplemental Budget Request .... » . * . 

The development of the l'9?4r?S bo.mmuniiy iollege system enrollment pro- 
jections ,das hased on two primi^yi elements: (l)Mn estimate 'of actual . 
i972-?4'lhx'ollmmt lenels, andys) a pro oecti-on-' of expected academic 
and vocational. FTE growth in 1974-75. . ' . . , *- 

The eetimie .of 1973-74 enrd-liments began with the collection , and ag- 
gregation in ' October of the -district estimates of thgir final fa'^^ 1973 
dnroVihients. - (This preliminary fall estimate was requested by Olf&FM 
and CHE for the first time in 1973K . Three-.quarter^nnualized estimates 
were then developed by multiplying the final fall dstivntes of academic 
and vooabiorial by -the resp'ecttve historical' relationships of fall^to 
annual average. .The ' resulting estimate was 5,402 PTEs higher- than the" 
previously _ budgeted levels^for 19.73.-74. ■ , 

The proveation of growth 6f sA annual average h'Es .in 1974- 75 was based 
^upgh the^ follojjing assumptions: • ^ ' . • 

1.-, An dnalysis of the htstorid^ growtH rates of the vocational 
"program indicate'd that the percentage of vocational growth was slowing 
iri the conminity ootlege^-sys'tem. ''The trend jJas pigpjected -to continue- 
in 19H-75. ' ' \ . 

I • 

* O * ***** 

2,, No indepemieht Moixdemio growth was assumed/ However/ the 
FTE impact of <?cademic 'o^&dit hours take^ by vocational students was 
considered^ This induced academic growth historically runs at 22 - • 
percent of vocational growth. That is^ 22^ academic^ PTEs are induced 
by everij 100 vocaticfnat^'FTEa of ''growth. We noted that the academic 
projections included an estimated 1,700 coi^trdcted PTEs generated by 
Fort Steilacoom Gpnmmity College in lheir lFort Lewie program. Since 
these FTEs were not supported by s^aie fun^s/.they were deleted from 
' tfte 'budgeted projection: used' in the^ supplemental budge f. 

3. The 'summer 1974 projections includedfin ,the -qriginCil appro- 
priation were considered appropriate and were- unchanged in the supple- 
mental budget. ' ' / 

(Source: memorandum May 2, 1974, from Earl Hale, ^ State Board for 

• . Community College. Education, to ,Duane Peak,. Legislative^ 

Budget Comittee) / ' * 



EVAL UATION AND CONCLUSIONS - - 

One of the primary audit objectives was to determine whether or liot 
the inethO(i^gy\is§d to develop the enrollment projection is relevarJt, 
valid and' responsive to the various elements that influence community 

• 4 

college -enrollment. The explanation of methods used to predict tjje., 
1973-75 enrollments indicates that not all of the elesnents that infl.uence 
enrollments were considered. For example, the methodology emphasizes 
the 18-24 yeai"-old age group, even though the age breakdown of stud^ts * 



enrolled' in the fall quarter of 1972,. was-^as follows: 



/ 



20 years old and below 

21 to 29 years old 

30 y^ar old and above 
Not indicated 



29.60% 
^31.51 

32.71 
■ 6.18 
100.00% 



^ Nfore important, however, was the fact tliat the final enrollment pro-. 
V 

jection was judgmental in r^ature. It is, the^fore, concluded that the 
metiiOdology used to develop the 1973-75 community college enrollment pro- 
jection that was presented in the 1973-75 Governor's budget was not relevant, 
valid, and responsive to the various elements that influence community 
college enrollments. 

It is also evident that the irrelevance of the pi ejection methods ^ 
was a inajor concern of the Office of Program Planning aiid Fiscal Manage- 
ment, Council on Higher Education and State Board for Commup.it^ College 

/ 

Hducation. This concerh st.imilated: 
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1. Tne establishineat o£ conmion enrollnient definition^ applicable 
to all segments of pest secondaiy education; 

Z • Hie evaluation of the impact of enrolLneiits occurring^ after 
the traditional quarterly 'start dates. This evaluation documeuted 
by the release of the community college enrollment survey dated April 12^ 
1973; 

3. The expansion of the ccxmrmity college nianagement infoiTtiation 
system so that student intent categories could be.c-orrelated with credit 

. hours and HEGI€ classification of* course groiipings; 

4. .The/ development of tlie Labor Market Demand Model to predict 
long-range vocational enrollment. 

• 

The projection methodology used to sil^ort the 1973-75 supplemental, 
budget request also does not consider the factors that would influence 
enrollments in the conmmity college system. However, the methodology 
does appear to liave statistical validity. 

AlthovJgh the audit findings do lead to the conclusion that the 
1973-75 enrollment projection methodology is not siifficiently relevant and 
jresponsive to the make up of the cormunity college enrollees to provi<^ a 
valid cnroliineiit projection, the scope of the study does not provide a 
sufficient base that permits the auditor to rec9nmend changes to the 
enrollment projection methodology at this time. Two additional audits 
of tlie coiranunity college system have been authorized by the Legislative 
Budget Committee and the f ijidings of this audit will be incorporated 

/ 
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into tl\e findings o£ the two pending audits to provide tl\e basis for 
future auditor recommendations regarding changes to the ^enrollment 
projection methodology. 

6. OPERATIONS BJNCriON 
IN'fRODUCTIQiM 

An evaluatioij. of the operations function, as it relates to the 
development of the enroilinent prt)^ection, is an assessment of the 
effectiveness of the plan developed by the Office of Program Planning and 
Fiscal Management. Ihe approach taken. In this analysis was to compare 
enrollment pro j ections that' were presented in the Governor's budget for 
'the year\JL971-7'2, 1972-73 and 1973-74 with the actual enrollmant. 

I-I NDINGS 

Tnc deviations of actual three quarter average annual full-time 
equivalent students from the projected values are shown below: 

Variation of Actual Variation as a 

From Projection • Percent of 

I. ' " Value in AAFTE Projected Value 



1971- 72 + 1,144 "1.7?o 

1972- 73 • + . 334 • 0.5% 
[973-74 + 6,796 (est) .' 10.3% 

1973- 74 Supplemental + 1,394 (est) 2M 

i 

imUATlON AND CONCLUSION 

The technique utilized for the 1971-73 biennium \vrpuld appear to be 

more accurate than the estimated values utilized for 't— 1973-75 biennium. 



However, in each case, the question of how much impact the funding generated 
from the projection had on the actual enrollment is raised and unanswered, 
it should be noted that tke 1973-74 siq^pler^ental enrollment projections were 
derived from the distri(?ts' estijnates of the^ final Fall 1973 enrollments. 
Tliis estimating process was not initiated until the nonth of October 1973. 

I • 

M/VNAGEMENT REVIEW FUCTION • 
INTRODUCnON ' . 

ITie review function of management is basically a con^^arison of data 
collected by the reporting system for the purpose of detemining whether or 
not performance in achieving the stated objectives and a follow through by 
management' to assise corrective action is taken where deviations are noted. 

FINDINGS V? ' 

The Office of Program Planning and Fiscal Management has established a 
system of collecting data from each community college for use in verifying 
the projection values utilized. The community college management infomation 
system will also make available additional data regarding quantities of stu- 
dents by intent category and the relationship of students to credit hours 
and course offerings. The only data currently collected or defined for 
collection which would relate students to community groups are age, sex, 
and .etlinic backgrounds . 
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L^ALUATION AND CONCLUSIONS ^ 

Tlie data, collected to date for, use in enrollment projections has 
been sufficient to determine whether the total headcount for Fall quarter 
aiid the total AAin:'Es is consistent with the projected values. The Office 
of -Program Planning and Fiscal Management has not developed data requiie- 
ments \vhich would promote, an analysis of comnunity need or the character- 
istics of students which can be related to local economic characteristics 
or sociological groupings specifically designed to^ improve forecasting 
tecliniques. It is concluded that adequate provision has not been made 
to effectively evaluate the cause's of actual enrollment -deviations from 
projections. ^ / 

V 



FACTS ABOUT If^E LE^^^ 
BUfiGET 



The: Legislative Budg^^^^ Cqmmittee^ i^^ of ei^Ht Seiiators- 

. and^^eigh^^^^^ divided 'l^^^^ :the" tivo-m 

poUHcalrpai^iesi^ It>proy ides: fiscal^ fWdividual iegis- 

:lat6rg:;an^^^^^ and^ und% of 

agency:, pr^ograms, 6rg§^ ahdi fiscal Jr(ke^^^ .for the L^gisr 

lature;corice (1) theiecon^^ 




and; (4): 0thi§r^to^^^ :The:.cqmm 
te^vPepom tKe.iiegi^teto inakmg^^re^ 



legislative 

.Dunrtg 
4l»"&eSnat^ 



consideratioiiyand 



i^islative session^^^^ 
:and;H^^^^^^ 




search4nfpm In>addxtiph,- a gscal no^^^ 

repository is Jm^intahied^ tlielg; .s^ssipns^^f or easy ^^referen^^^ 

;ligisl^^^^^ membersintere^^ Fproposed^^bills. \ 

• ' * ' ~ : " , ' i \ 

' Ghapter 170^ Laws.ori97iv Ist.E^ * 
to;Cohduct ma^iag^ment surV^^ and program reviews of state agencies. 
Chapter i97,/Law^^ 1973,. 1st: Ex.,. Sess. provides; that -fna^^ 
,^surveys,:und^rtakiBn shall include reviews 6^ program gd^ls and ob-^ 
Vjectives of statej^agencies to determine; conforman^^^ , 
/intent/ ahd /shall 'ind^ performancje. audits of such 

. goals and obj^tives. These performance audits are intended t • 
objective aiialysis oLthe effectiveness arid efficiency of agency manage- 
riient for /egislatiye review. ' . ^ ' 

ml ' 

The 1974 Legislature also provided that^ the Legislative Budget 
Committee shall maintain a central contrbr flip of personal, services . 
contracts' for use in preparalioh of ' summary reports, as directed by 
theXegislature. In addition, the Legislature directed tliat unanticipated 
state: or local revenues shall not be expended without approval bfe the * • 
Legislative Budget Committee during^the interim between legislative 
'sessions. ^ ' . . 

The Committee meets on a monthly basis during , the Jnterini period 
between legislative sessions, or more regularly when circumstances 
indicate the desirability or necessity of\additioiial meetings. The execu- 
tive^com,mittee;,meets upon call of the\Chairma^.. UNIVERSIW OF GALIF. 

^ ^ i lOS ANGELES V' 

' SEP {,1975 
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